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The Historic Relation of the Gospel. A recent writing by Rev. J. J. 
Halcombe on this subject undertakes to re-establish the theory of TertuUian 
regarding the origin of the four Gospels. It is an entire reversal of the pre- 
vailing conception. The main points of the theory are thus given in the 
Expository Times : (1) it repudiates the antithesis commonly made between 
the Synoptic Gospels and John. (2) It contends that the so-called Fourth Gos- 
pel was actually the first, and was composed at a very early date. (3) St. 
Matthew wrote to supplement or expand the history recorded by his brother 
apostle, and St. Mark added new details to the two previous records. (4) St. 
Luke closed the Gospel canon by rearranging the incidents which his prede- 
cessors had committed to writing, as his preface states. (5) The inter-relation 
of the four narratives is the result of an affixed principle that there shall be no 
repetition except for a purpose, and then the later writer shall use the exact 
words of the earlier as far as the purpose of repetition admits. The author 
endeavors to support this hypothesis by historic evidence, of which there is 
very little ; and by internal evidence, the phenomena of the Gospels them- 
selves, which he believes much more explicable on the basis of this theory. It 
is quite doubtful, however, whether the relation of the Gospels advocated by 
Mr. Halcombe can be made out ; and also whether, if it could, it would lend 
any real aid in the solution of Gospel problems. It would seem that the present 
conception of the inter-relation, which is the result of the most scholarly inves- 
tigation and reflection, is the best which the evidence available can be made to 
produce. 

The Synoptic Gospels and John. In a discussion of the chronology of the 
Synoptic Gospels compared with that of John, especially on the date of the 
Crucifixion, Professor Sanday argued in a paper in the Expositor, Jan. 1892, 
that the expressions in John such as " eat the Passover," "preparation " etc., 
could be interpreted so as to harmonize with the statements in the other Gos- 
pel. But in the March number of the same journal he prints a letter from Dr. 
Hort, the great New Testament textual critic, presenting a diflEerent view. Dr. 
Hort concludes from studies in Talmudic antiquities that the explanations of 
these phrases in John given by Edersheim, whom Sanday follows, are not ten- 
able. Dr. Hort adds, and his words carry weight and are of the greatest 
interest to New Testament students ; " I feel sure that St. John meant to place 
the Crucifixion on Nisan 14 and that he may safely be trusted here, more 
especially as this chronology is supported by often-noticed details in the 
Synoptic accounts. But I am by no means so confident as to the interpretation 
of the Synoptic chronology. The most obvious, and perhaps the most proba- 
ble, view is that St. John is tacitly but deliberately correcting an error of the 
Synoptics. But the greatness of the supposed error is very perplexing if any 
of the Twelve had any part in the redaction of any one of the three Gospels. 

I think there is real force in what Westcott urges {Introd. p. 

344) against treating the Synoptic language as due to mere blunder or fiction, 
though I cannot be as hopeful as he seems to be that fuller knowledge would 
justify it in all particulars." And Dr. Sanday adds, " I would gladly express 
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my adhesion to this judgment, with perhaps some emphasis on the point con- 
tended for by Dr. Westcott. It was really this which put me upon attempting 
the reconciliation which I now believe to have failed." This last statement of 
Professor Sanday is very significant. 

The Shephelah. By the term Shephelah, or hilly country, is indicated the 
second of those parallel zones into which Geo. Adam Smith finds Palestine to 
be divided geographically. In his second article on the Historical Geography 
of the Holy Land, Expositor, March, 1892, he devotes himself to this region. 
It lies between the sea coast plain and the mountain range. There is a sense 
in which these hills, or "downs," extend as far north as Esdraelon, but the 
name Shephelah does not seem to have been applied to them north of Lydda 
and the Vale of Ajalon. Smith calls attention to an important physical fact 
that north of this point the low hills are joined to the central mountain range, 
aflfording an easy entrance from below onto the central plateau above, i. e., 
Samaria. But south of it, that is, the Shephelah proper, they are separated from 
the central range by a series of valleys and hence the way up to the plateau 
from that point is diflScult. These facts are used to interpret some phenomena 
of history, (i) They explain some of the differences in the history of Samaria 
and Judah. The former was easy of access from the plain ; the latter was 
hard to reach, secluded. (2) They explain the importance of the Shephelah in 
the history. It stood by itself and was a debatable land, for which opposing 
armies fought. Across the Shephelah from the sea to the mountains run five 
great valleys which are continued through the mountains by narrow defiles 
into the very heart of Judah, near by which stands an important city and at 
the other ends, the coast, stands in each case one of the five cities of the Phil- 
istines. To realize these valleys is to understand the wars that have been 
fought on the western water-shed of Palestine from Joshua, to David, to Sen- 
nacherib, to Judas Maccabaeus, to Saladin. Every invader who would reach 
Jerusalem must strike through one of them. 

Is Samson a Sua Myth ? In describing the Vale of Sorek, the second of 
the five Shephelah valleys, Mr. Smith has occasion to note its connection with 
Samson. Here was his home, "as fair a nursery for boyhood as you will find 
in all the land — a hillside facing south against the strong sunshine, with com, 
grass and olives, scattered boulders and winter brooks, the broad valley below 
with the pebbly stream and screens of oleanders, the southwest wind from the 

sea blowing over all we see at one sweep of the eye all the 

course in which this unregulated strength, tumbling and sporting at first with 
laughter like one of its native brooks, like them also ran to the flats and the 
mud, and being darkened and befouled, was used by men to turn their mills." 
This leads him to remark upon the theory held by some cities that the story of 
Samson is a sun-myth, edited for the sacred record by an orthodox Israelite. 
He denies this theory on the ground of the geographical elements in the story. 
" None who study the story of Samson along with its geography, can fail to 
feel the reality that is in it. Unlike the exploits of the impersonation of the 
Solar Fire in Aryan and Semitic mythologies, those of Samson are confined to 
a very limited region. If any nature-myth is here, Smith would rather see a 
water myth, the impersonation of a mountain stream. But he adds that it is 
all far-fetched. As Hitzig emphasizes, it is not a nature-force but a char- 
acter that we have to deal with here, and above all, the religious element in 
the story, so far from being a later flavor imparted to the original material, is 
the very life of the whole." 



